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Bordan: Mr. J. James: Mrs. Elliott: Mr. R. Ward: Ms. L. 
Zlatkin. 


The meeting was called to order at 9:40 A.M. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY DEAN BERCZI 
THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETINGS OF NOVEMBER 1 AND 
NOVEMBER 22, 1974, BE APPROVED. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Dr. O'Brien noted that coffee has been provided and announced that 
arrangements have been made to have the School Board Cafeteria available 
at noon time for the Senators. The most convenient time suggested by the 
Cafeteria was 12:20 and he proposed that the morning session be adjourned 
at 12:15 and re-convene at 1:15 P.M. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY MR. 
KATSOF THAT THE SENATE AGENDA BE REORGANIZED TO 
INSERT AFTER ITEM VII THE FOLLOWING ITEMS IN THIS ORDER: 
IX, b); VUI, e); VIII, f); LX, a) and VIII, b). 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that the Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee has 
been devoting a lot of its attention to the matter of inter-campus mobility and 
it was expected that a working paper would be available for Senate at the 
next meeting. He advised also that the Committee was considering the 
question of Para-Academic Credit, the structure of the mature student 
programmes, and a new curriculum change schedule, and the Committee 
would likely be submitting recommendations on these matters shortly to 
Senate. In order to expedite the matter of referral of documents, it was 
suggested that a situation could be established by which chairmen of Senate 
Committees could in collaboration with the Secretary of Senate simply refer, 
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in the name of Senate, such documents immediately they become available, 
to the Faculty Councils. Likewise, if the Steering Committee when it does 
meet, should have some documents before it which have not yet been 
referred, it could also take that action without, in effect, accumulating 
documents for a month to come to Senate and then end up referring them. 
This would simultaneously get the documents into the Senate and get them 
referred to Faculty Councils in the name of Senate without the loss of up to 
a month. It was suggested that this kind of procedure might properly belong 
in a set of By-Laws if such existed. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY MR. 
WISNIEWSKI THAT THE STEERING COMMITTEE CONSIDER THE 
FEASIBILITY OF COMPOSING A SET OF BY-LAWS FOR THE 
CONDUCT OF SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
ANGEL THAT PROFESSOR C. R. BARTON BE APPOINTED TO THE 
SIR GEORGE WILLIAMS HONOURS COMMITTEE TO COMPLETE 
THE TWO YEAR TERM OF PROFESSOR P. F. WIDDOWS. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Prof. Whitelaw pointed out that the Conference of Rectors and Principals is 
an independent body composed of people from the Universities with no 
inputs from the Government or elsewhere. This group can provide some 
kind of uniform approach, a University consensus, to some of the things 
that come from the various Government bodies. This body has recently 
discussed the Conseil des Universités documents on Teacher Training, and 
on Education Permanente. A study is currently going on, jointly sponsored 
by Conseil des Universités and the Conference of Rectors, of 
Communications, and a first report on this is expected sometime in January. 


Reporting on the Conseil des Universités, Prof. Whitelaw advised that 
Senate is particularly concerned with the Comité des Programmes which has 
the mandate of looking at all new programme proposals and also of 
reviewing existing programmes. He noted that it was reported at the last 
Senate meeting that the Ph.D. in Psychology has been approved. The 
Committee launched last year an attempt to try to bring some order to the 
nomenclature of degrees and diplomas. This matter is still under study, 
since many universities felt that the attempt to reduce the number of degree 
designations had gone too far. 


Prof. Whitelaw explained that CLESEC is a group set up to consider all 
things related to the passage of students from the CEGEP system into the 
Universities and that it has been given a more general responsibility for 
examining admissions policies of universities. The Committee has been 
conducting a revision of the admission requirements to undergraduate 
programmes. A report on this is being forwarded to the Rector of each 
institution. An attempt has been made to have the same general profile for all 
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Health, Pure and Applied Science programmes. This ran into a particular 
problem in Engineering and the group has been warned that the Faculty of 
Engineering is very unhappy about this. 


In response to a question on the authority of the Government in the area of 
entrance requirements, Prof. Whitelaw advised that this is based on an 
agreement reached between the Universities and the Ministry dating back to 
1967 or 1968 which established that the normal entry to university was 
through graduation from CEGEP. At that time, there was an understanding 
that there would always be exceptional cases and there-was considerable 
debate in 1967 over the fact that in the last analysis the University has 
certain rights in selecting whom it chooses to admit. This whole thing will 
be taken up again in discussions which have yet to come. 


A question was asked concerning reports that the University has stopped 
admission of foreign students for January. Dr. O'Brien pointed out that the 
English Universities in Quebec face a particular problem with respect to 
foreign students, and sooner or later will have to decide the appropriate 
percentage of our enrollment which should be from foreign countries. On 
the specific matter of January entry, we are operating a very limited system 
which was designed primarily to admit those students who are graduating in 
December from the CEGEPs. We have put on a limited programme and in 
fact the number of CEGEP applicants gives every indication of being 
smaller than was expected earlier. We therefore face a situation in which, 
since there is always a backlog of foreign applications, we could find that 
foreign students make up an astronomical percentage of the total admitted in 
January. In that context the decision was taken to limit the number of 
January admissions of foreign students to those already admitted at the 
particular point where this problem became evident. Dr. O'Brien 
emphasized that this was a peculiar situation around a very small operation 
of January entry and without denying that there is also a question as to what 
the policy should be in the longer run, the actions around January entry are 
not necessarily indicative of longer run policies. 


It was pointed out that in the Anglophone sector the proportion of out of 
Province students is high in comparison to other parts of North America, 
and in time that can be a dangerously vulnerable point for the Anglophone 
sector, should it lead to a diversion of grants away from other universities 
with a growing enrollment of local students. Further, at this time, the flow 
of students out of Quebec to other parts of the world is roughly equal to the 
flow of students into Quebec. The outflow, however, is a widely dispersed 
one and its impact on any particular institution tends to be slight. The flow 
into Quebec is a concentrated one with considerable impact on certain 
institutions. 


Mr. Katsof asked that his displeasure over the fact that students were not 
consulted on this matter be recorded and requested that, if further policies 
concerning admission to the University are being formulated, students be 
consulted. 
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Dr. O'Brien stated that contrary to certain reports the University has not 
cancelled or withdrawn any acceptances that have been given to foreign 
students. Therefore, any student who has been admitted for January, or 
other times for that matter, remains admitted to the University. Also, 
whereas Senate does indeed make admission policies. the administration is 
required to carry out the admissions policies that do exist, and in the process 
of administration, from time to time decisions must be made on a fairly 
quick basis. It is inevitable that questions of admissions policy for the future 
will come to Senate in due course. The existing policies in this area have in 
large measure been a matter of evolution of practice rather than of clearly 
spelled out arrangements, and have left a good deal of the responsibility for 
administration in a flexible fashion to the Admissions Officers in one sense, 
and to the Administration of the University in a broader sense. 


It was suggested that a "Question Period" should be added to the agenda so 
that such decisions could be reported to Senate. 


Concerning the Draft Brief to the Commission on Graduate Studies (Doc. 
US-74-13-D3), Dr. O'Brien explained that the University is, from time to 
time, invited to submit Briefs to external bodies and for certain of these 
invitations it is highly desirable that the University should take up the 
invitation, otherwise, its views will be absent when matters are under 
consideration. One such group is the Commission on Graduate Studies in 
the Humanities and the Social Sciences, which was formed under the aegis 
of the Canada Council. The Graduate Panel in the Sir George Williams 
Faculty of Arts was asked to prepare a Brief, under the leadership of Prof. 
J.L. Hill. It was hoped that Senate would respond not to the details but to 
the general principles so that these comments could be taken into account by 
Prof. Hill and his colleagues in preparing a definitive version of the 
document. Dr;' O'Brien suggested that Senators who may be concerned 
with some particular detail, that such details be communicated directly to 
Prof. Hill or to himself. 


During the he discussion, it was suggested that the Master of Philosophy 
approach might alleviate the difficulty of part-time Graduate work and the 
thesis problem; that the reference to part-time students as second class 
citizens should be dropped; that "Sir George Williams" as opposed to 
"Concordia" should be used in referring to items which go back further than 
six months; that the paragraph on page 8 concerning the diploma in Ethics 
appears to condemn those now teaching in the secondary schools in areas of 
moral education and human personality and should possibly be changed or 
dropped altogether; and that the concept of continuing education units 
should be looked into. Prof. Hill explained that the Healy Commission was 
constituted under a very broad mandate to review the existing graduate 
education in Humanities and Social Sciences in Canada, but on the other 
hand, with a very specific objective, namely, to recommend regarding the 
creation of a body resembling the Canada Council but restricted to the 
funding of research in the Humanities and Social Sciences. The brief was 
either to be conceived as a broad statement of what is happening in 
education or on the other hand, to focus the attention of this Commission on 
certain aspects of Graduate Education in the Humanities and Social Sciences 
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which were not only important in themselves but were particularly important 
in the context of Concordia University. 


It was suggested that the time has come to attempt to distinguish between 
types of purposes to be served at the graduate level in order to say with 
more precision things about research requirements and needs, academic 
requirements, and pre-requisites. 


Dr. O'Brien thanked Prof. Hill on behalf of Senate, noting that in general 
the Draft Brief has been well received. 


Concerning the Draft Brief to the Conseil des Universités (Docs. 
US-74-13-Dl and US-74-13-D2) Dr. O'Brien explained that in many ways 
this is an omnibus document that touches all aspects of the University 
including many matters in which Senate has a considerable interest. The 
purpose of this exercise is to present our view to the Conseil in its process 
of updating its report of 1973 on the major orientation of the Quebec 
University system. The updated version which might appear in about a year 
will be the point of reference that will be used when the planning of the 
Quebec University system, and the role of Concordia within that system, is 
under discussion. The Conseil des Universités addresses to each University 
a list of questions. We are not in the situation of simply presenting a wide 
open Brief on what we think University education in general and at 
Concordia in particular, should be. We are constrained to respond within 
the format of the Conseil des Universités' questionnaire. The questions in 
part A are directed to all Universities and those in part B were specifically 
directed to Concordia. This is a draft, and not a final document, and certain 
sections have not been drafted as yet. What we have here represents 
approximately four-fifths of the final document. The timing on the matter is 
that we would like to have the reaction of Senate at this meeting. If there are 
any specifics which Senators would like to raise a question about, they 
should be communicated outside the framework of the Senate meeting, 
either to Prof. Whitelaw or to Mr. Sheldon. It was hoped that a finished 
version of the document would be available for the January meeting of 
Senate. The deadline date for the completion of the document is February 
15, 1975, but the document will be translated into French for the purposes 
of presentation which is in itself a substantial job. 


During the discussion it was suggested that course evaluation should be 
mentioned as an example of encouragement of greater autonomy on the part 
of the student to the evolution and transformation of teaching methods; that 
the question of research should not be excluded from section 7 (a); that 
continuing education students have special needs and perhaps do not need 
the same degree as the regular students; that the question of financial aid and 
more scholarships, more bursaries, etc. for needy potential students should 
be looked into; that the terminology "specialized" or "less specialized" as 
opposed to "professional," should be used in describing the differences in 
programmes in Commerce on the two campuses; and that the word "axis" as 
opposed to "axe" might be used throughout the document. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED FOR LUNCH AT 12:15 P.M. 
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THE MEETING RESUMED AT 1:30 P.M. 


Concerning Major Modifications to Graduate Programmes - 1975/76, (Doc. 
US-74-13-D4), US-74-13-D9 and US-74-13-D10) it was announced that 
Dean French could not be at the meeting today and Dr. O'Brien asked that 
the Faculty Deans might respond to any questions that arise during the 
discussion. It was pointed out that the report from the Senate Priorities 
Committee, with respect to "Electrical Power Engineering" states that 
"approval constitutes no commitment to implementation". 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WHITELAW, SECONDED BY PROF. 
BYERS, THAT THE MAJOR MODIFICATIONS TO GRADUATE 
PROGRAMMES - 1975/76 (Doc. US-74-13-D4) BE APPROVED IN THE 
LIGHT OF COMMENTS IN THE REPORTS FROM THE PRIORITIES 
COMMITTEE (Doc. US-74-13-DIO) AND THE CURRICULUM 
CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE (Doc. US-74-13-D9). 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WALL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT THE FOLLOWING BE APPOINTED TO THE 
FELLOWSHIPS, SCHOLARSHIPS AND AWARDS POLICY 
COMMITTEE (Doc. US-74-13-D5): 


PROF. D. HAMBLIN: PROF. N. SERPONE: MR. KEVIN NUGENT. 
-MOTION CARRIED-. 


It was reported that there is still one vacancy on the Senate Library 
Committee for which a nomination has not yet been received. 


Concerning the appointment of a Faculty member to the Board of 
Governors, it was announced that Prof. Kovats has asked that his 
nomination be withdrawn. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. DOYLE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT PROF. J. JENKINS, LOYOLA FACULTY OF 
ARTS AND SCIENCE, BE APPOINTED TO THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS TO COMPLETE THE REMAINDER OF FATHER 
GRAHAM'S TERM (1976). 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 

Concerning the motions on Concordia Interdepartmental Committees (Docs. 
US-74-9-D6 and US-74-10-D23) it was agreed that these motions be 
withdrawn on the understanding that other more satisfactory arrangements 
are being pursued between Dean Campbell and Dean Breen. 


The following notice of motion was presented by Prof. Adams: 
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"Resolve that in order to celebrate the coming into being of 
Concordia University and to stimulate intellectual exchange within 
it, the Senate authorize the offering of a series of specially 
designated Concordia Public Lectures during the Academic Year 
1975/76." 


Prof. Adams was asked to communicate the details of this proposal to Mr. 
Noonan for the Steering Committee in order to help the Steering Committee 
in arranging the agenda for the next meeting of Senate. It was suggested that 
this item be given priority status on the agenda. 


Dr. Kanasy presented the report on the Library Loans Policy (Doc. 
US-74-13-D6). There was no discussion on the report and it was accepted 
as a Senate document. 


Concerning the Report on the Certificate in Electronics, S.G.W. Faculty of 
Science (Doc. US-74-12-DI3), Dr. O'Brien explained that the Engineering 
Faculty Council has considered the proposal and has prepared a rather 
detailed set of comments on it. He suggested that the document from the 
Engineering Faculty Council be forwarded to the Faculty of Science so that 
the Faculty of Science or the Department of Physics, whichever is 
appropriate, might prepare its comments on the points which are raised in 
the document, and the matter be placed on the agenda for the January 
meeting of Senate. 


Following considerable discussion as to whether or not the issue be debated 
at this meeting, the Chairman ruled that this item not be discussed further, in 
light of the discussion under motion # 74-12-12 from the minutes of the 
Senate meeting of November 22, 1974 and the request to the Faculty of 
Engineering to submit a Progress report on the matter to the December 
meeting of Senate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CALLAGHAN, THAT THE RULING OF THE CHAIRMAN BE 
CHALLANGED. 


-AS A RESULT OF THE VOTE ON THE CHALLANGE, THE RULING 
WAS UPHELD-. 


The Dean of Science was asked to prepare a reply to the Faculty of 
Engineering Reactions to the proposed "Certificate in Electronics" as soon 
as possible and forward it to the Steering Committee and to the Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee so that as much background work as possible 
might be done before the next meeting of Senate. It was suggested that the 
two faculties get together in the meantime, to solve some of the technical 
details. It was also suggested that the Steering Committee has a role to play 
and if the Faculties do not come together on their own, the Steering 
Committee should do something to bring them together and we would only 
see the final result at Senate. Steering Committee, when it receives 
documents should steer them in the proper direction if it is not ready for 
resolution by Senate. 
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Concerning the Formation of Senate Committees (Doc. US-74-5-D3), Dr. 
O'Brien drew the attention of Senate to an amendment to the constitution of 
Senate approved by the Board of Governors on October 10, 1974, whereby 
"Senate may amend the functions of its committees provided that the 
amended functions be within the area of jurisdiction of Senate", (Doc. 
US-74-10-DI5). 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that at the last meeting where this item was dealt 
with, Senate approved the membership of the Curriculum Coordinating 
Committee as that membership was set down in the report (Doc. 
US-74-5-D3). At that time, a notice of motion was given concerning the 
addition of student membership on the U.C.C.C. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY MR. FROSST, 
THAT THE COMPOSITION OF THE UNIVERSITY CURRICULUM 
CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE BE INCREASED BY TWO 
STUDENTS, ONE STUDENT FROM EACH CAMPUS. 


In arguing for student representation on this committee the Senate was 
reminded of the discussion and reasons given at the September 1974 
meeting of Senate and a number of past recommendations, as well as 
several of the terms of reference of the Committee which were referred to as 
examples of policy decisions.. 


It was pointed out that the mandate of the Committee has not yet been 
approved by Senate and it was argued that it would be difficult to vote for 
additional membership before the terms of reference have been decided. It 
was stated that the feeling of a significant number of the members of the 
Arts Faculty Council was that we should cut down as much as possible the 
unnecessary participation of individuals in this sort of working committee. 
Serious concern was also expressed about the welfare of the University in 
the context of its present Committee and Administrative structures. 


-THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS NOT CARRIED.-. 


Prof. Whitelaw and Mr. Wisniewski asked that their abstentions on voting 
be recorded. 


Concerning the terms of reference of the Curriculum Co-ordinating 
Committee (Doc. US-74-5-D3) it was suggested that the terminology 
"qualifying" in reference to the Mature Student programmes be deleted. 


Concerning a question of interpretation of item 2; ]V, in the terms of 
reference, it was understood that this be taken to mean only an awareness of 
what is happening in the CEGEPs. It was agreed that this item be deleted 
from the terms of reference. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BYERS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT THE TERMS OF REFERENCE OF THE 
CURRICULUM CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE (Doc. US-74-5-D3) 


74-13-26 - 


BE SUBJECT TO THE DELETION OF THE WORD "QUALIFYING" 
AND ITEM # 2, 1V. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Concerning the Committee on Priorities and Resource Allocation, (Doc. 
US-74-5-D3), Dr. O'Brien advised that as Chairman of this Committee he 
has detected a real change in the operation of the Committee. A part of that 
change comes from the fact that in a University which is much larger and 
which has rather different problems than it used to have, the former 
functions of the Committee are difficult to carry out in the way they once 
were. In that context, looking at the terms of reference, no matter what 
membership may be set up for this Committee, the Priorities Committee will 
in fact operate in future in a quite different fashion. During the present year, 
if it had not been for the major report on orientations, the Committee would 
have done relatively little, because it could not usefully have done the sort of 
thing which it did in previous years. The late arrival of curriculum matters 
and the volume of material makes it impossible to give the kind of detailed 
scrutiny that was done in the past. Fortunately, the terms of reference do not 
really require the Committee to do some of the things that it cannot now do 
effectively. 


During the discussion, it was argued that Senate should make the decisions 
on budgetary allocations, and that Senate should hold a special meeting in 
April, if necessary, in order to finalize a working budget. It was pointed out 
that the responsibility for deciding upon the budget does not lie with Senate, 
but there is ample room for Senate to consider and make recommendations 
on the content of the budget. 


It was suggested that the mandate should require that if the Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee or the Priorities Committee decides to table 
something, that in fact they report to Senate on those things they did not do 
as well as those things that they did. It was also suggested that what was 
required was a Senate Committee that would deal with the relationship 
between academic programmes, academic planning and resources which 
may be available or may be made available; that there were in fact two kinds 
of priorities, the day to day priorities and the long term priorities; that the 
Steering Committee should take another look at the changing role of the 
Priorities Committee and come up with a revised membership in the light of 
that kind of consideration. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
BYERS, THAT THE SENATE APPROVE THE TERMS OF 
REFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON PRIORITIES AND 
RESOURCE ALLOCATION (Doc. US-74-5-D3). 


It was suggested that they may be subject to further emendations as a result 
of any written submissions to the Steering Committee. It was also 
suggested that an obvious source of emendations is the Priorities Committee 
itself. 
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IT WAS AGREED THAT # 1 OF THE TERMS OF REFERENCE BE 
CHANGED TO READ: 


"NEW PROGRAMMES AT ALL LEVELS." 


It was argued that only those who can be held accountable in some formal 
legal sense for spending can make budget decisions, and that the spending 
of money in the nature of things is going to remain in the hands of the 
Rector and the Vice-Rector Academic, and at the operating level, it is going 
to remain in the hands of the Deans and Department Chairmen. 


-THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AS CHANGED AND WAS 
CARRIED.-. 


Concerning the membership of the Committee on Priorities and Resource 
Allocation (Doc. US-74-5-D3), Dr. O'Brien explained that a Committee of 
this kind will have to face the problem of digesting a considerable amount of 
information before it can begin effectively to do its work, that a small to 
medium sized committee will be able to conduct the kind. of intensive 
discussion on issues that a large committee cannot, that it will be important 
to have a sufficient continuity in order to get the knowledge of the 
background information which will inevitably take a year of reasonably 
devoted effort on the part of members who by virtue of previous office do 
not happen to have accumulated it already. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
BYERS, THAT THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE PRIORITIES AND 
RESOURCE ALLOCATION COMMITTEE (Doc. US-74-5-D3) BE 
APPROVED AS AN INTERIM MEASURE AND THAT THE STEERING 
COMMITTEE BE INSTRUCTED TO PROPOSE AN ALTERNATIVE 
MEMBERSHIP IN THE LIGHT OF THE DISCUSSION. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MOULEDOUX, SECONDED BY PROF. 
ANGEL, THAT THE MOTION BE TABLED AND THE QUESTION OF 
THE MEMBERSHIP BE REFERRED TO THE STEERING COMMITTEE 
FOR CONSIDERATION. 


-THE MOTION TO TABLE WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. WISNIEWSKI, SECONDED BY MR. 
ELIOTT, THAT THE STEERING COMMITTEE COMMISSION A 
STUDY OF ALTERNATE FORMS OF GOVERNING WITH A VIEW TO 
MAINTAINING A DEMOCRATIC SENATE AND THAT THIS STUDY 
BE UNDERTAKEN BY THE COMMERCE FACULTY. 


-MOTION NOT CARRIED-. 


Concerning the Academic Standards Committee (Doc. US-74-5-D3), Dr. 
O'Brien drew the attention of Senate to document US-74-9-D8 which is a 
memorandum from the Board of Graduate Studies relating to the proposed 
committee. In response to a statement that everything said about the B.G:S. 
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relating to this matter, could be said about the Faculty Councils, Dr. 
O'Brien explained that this would be a committee of Senate whose 
responsibilities would involve a comparative view of standards on a cross 
Faculty basis. He also explained that this particular committee arose in the 
negotiations between Sir George Williams and Loyola and has its earlier 
analog in the Loyola structure. The items which are to be dealt with by this 
Committee used to be dealt with on the Sir George Campus on an ad hoc 
basis by setting up a special committee from time to time, or by reference to 
some other Committee. The point of view of the Steering Committee was 
that there is a place for this Committee and that the things that it would be 
concerned with would not be programmes but rather all of the things that 
have to do with the grading system and the level of academic standards that 
is to be required of students. Also, for lack of a Committee of this kind, 
certain questions have probably been dealt with by the Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee from a curriculum bias that might more 
appropriately be dealt with by this committee. 


During the discussion serious reservations were expressed on establishing a 
new committee which apparently overlaps with the Board of Graduate 
Studies, the Honours Committee, and the Curriculum Co-ordinating 
Committee and if there are problems created these can be handled by an ad 
hoc committee with a temporary life span to resolve the problems if 
necessary. 


It was suggested that a Task Force consisting of Dr. McDougall, Prof. 
Angel, Dean French and the Registrar, be set up to report back at a 
subsequent meeting with a possible revised mandate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CALLAGHAN, THAT THE TERMS OF REFERENCE AND THE 
MEMBERSHIP OF THE ACADEMIC STANDARDS COMMITTEE (Doc. 
US-74-5-D3) BE APPROVED. 


-MOTION NOT CARRIED-. 


In light of the above vote, and the discussion, it was stated that the Steering 
Committee will examine as a first priority what may be appropriate in order 
to deal with the immediate problems arising out of the merger, and as a 
second priority, whether there is any point in resurrecting a different kind of 
proposition on a more permanent basis for an Academic Standards 
Committee. 


The Registrar was asked to supply the Rector with a list and brief 
descriptive passage as soon as possible on what the problems are. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CAMPBELL, THAT THE RESPONSIBILITY TO DEAL WITH ANY 
PROBLEMS OF SUFFICIENT URGENCY BE DELEGATED TO THE 
UNIVERSITY CURRICULUM CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE, 
WHICH COMMITTEE WOULD MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO 


74-13-31 - 


74-13-32 - 


74-13-33 - 


74-13-34 - 


SENATE, UNTIL SUCH TIME AS ANOTHER METHOD IS 
DETERMINED. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


CONCERNING AGENDA ITEM # V111,e), IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN 
CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY MR. DUFFY, THAT THE MOTIONS 
CONCERNING PARA-ACADEMIC CREDIT (Doc. US-74-12-DI1) BE 
REFERRED TO THE FACULTY COUNCILS AND THAT THE 
COUNCILS REPORT BACK IN TIME FOR THE FEBRUARY 
MEETING OF SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


It was agreed that the material and reflections of the Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee on this matter, be forwarded to the Faculty 
Councils. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CAMPBELL, THAT THE MOTION CONCERNING PARA-ACADEMIC 
CREDIT FOR PARTICIPATION IN UNIVERSITY GOVERNMENT 
(Doc. US-74-12-D12) BE TABLED UNTIL THE MATTER ABOVE HAS 
BEEN DEALT WITH. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BYERS, SECONDED BY PROF. DOYLE, 
THAT THE HONOURS TASK FORCE REPORT BE TABLED TO THE 
NEXT MEETING OF SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


It was suggested that the Steering Committee should examine the Report to 
determine if there are certain aspects of the Report which should be given 
priority on the agenda for the next meeting of Senate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
VERSCHINGEL, THAT THE REPORT (Doc. US-74-9-D5) BE 
FORWARDED TO THE FACULTY COUNCILS FOR 
CONSIDERATION. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Concerning the Reaction of the Concordia Faculty of Engineering to Report 
No. CLESEC Comité des Sciences 16.74 (Doc. US-74-10-D13), it was 
suggested that this item be tabled to the January meeting of Senate and it 
would be useful to have a document from Prof. Whitelaw which would 
situate the context of this issue and we may also have documents from 
outside by that time. 


74-13-35 - 


74-13-36 - 


74-13-37 - 


74-13-38 - 


74-13-39 - 


74-13-40 - 


74-13-41 - 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BERCZI, THAT THIS ITEM (Doc. US-74-10-D13) BE TABLED TO THE 
JANUARY 1975 MEETING OF SENATE 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY PROF. DOYLE 
THAT THE MOTION CONCERNING THE DEPARTMENT OF BIO- 
PHYSICAL EDUCATION AND ATHLETICS (Docs. US-74-10-D4 and 
US-74-12-D8) BE TABLED TO THE JANUARY 1975 MEETING OF 
SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY PROF. DOYLE, 
THAT THE MOTION ON REVIEW AND CONSOLIDATION OF 
STUDENT ACADEMIC APPEALS PROCEDURES (Doc. US-74-12-D9) 
BE TABLED TO THE JANUARY 1975 MEETING OF SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY PROF. DOYLE, 
THAT THE MOTION CONCERNING THE JURISDICTION OF 
SENATE IN REFERENCE TO THE DECISIONS MADE BY ITS 
RESPECTIVE SENATE COMMITTEES (Doc. US-74-12-D10) BE 
TABLED UNTIL THE NEXT MEETING OF SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BESSNER, SECONDED BY PROF. 
DOYLE, THAT THE DECISION OF STEERING COMMITTEE TO 
SEND THE "WORKING PAPER ON THE POLICY FOR GRANTING 
THE TITLE OF PROFESSOR EMERITUS" (Doc. US-74-12-D5). TO 
THE FACULTY COUNCILS, BE RATIFIED. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


On a question of referral of documents to the Faculty Councils, it was 
presumed that the method would be that the Secretary will write each 
Faculty Council advising that one copy is being sent and that copies are 
presently in the Print Shop and will be delivered when the Print Shop 
delivers them. This will only apply to further references and not to any 
which may already be in the mail or have been received by the Faculties. 
This includes the new referrals of today, but does not include the Working 
Paper on the Policy for Granting the Title of "Professor Emeritus", (Doc. 
US-74-12-D5). 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
BYERS, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE S.G.W. 
FACULTY OF SCIENCE (Doc. US-74-13-D8) BE APPROVED. 


74-13-42 - 


Concern was expressed over the fact that the Faculty of Arts has not been 
consulted about the proposed Liberal Arts Minor in Mathematics. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MOULEDOUX, SECONDED BY DEAN 
VERSCHINGEL, THAT THE LIBERAL ARTS MINOR IN 
MATHEMATICS BE TABLED AND REFERRED TO THE S.G.W. 
FACULTY OF ARTS. 


-THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED-. 


- THE ORIGINAL MOTION AS AMENDED WAS VOTED ON AND 
WAS CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
LINDSAY, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN COMPUTER 
SCIENCE (Doc. US-74-13-D11) BE APPROVED. 


It was reported that this proposal has gone through the University 
Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee and the Priorities Committee. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY PROF. DOYLE, 
THAT THIS ITEM BE TABLED TO THE NEXT MEETING OF 
SENATE. 

-MOTION TO TABLE WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BESSNER, SECONDED BY PROF. 
BYERS, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


